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the Treasury for such eligible revenue shar-
ing counties as of the date of enactment of 
this subsection. 

‘‘(2) FUNDING FOR PAYMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

make the allocations and payments de-
scribed in paragraph (1) from the amounts 
described in subparagraph (B), which shall be 
available to the Secretary for such purpose 
notwithstanding any other provision of law. 

‘‘(B) AMOUNTS DESCRIBED.—The amounts 
described in this subparagraph are the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(i) Any amount allocated to an eligible 
revenue sharing county under subsection 
(b)(1) for fiscal year 2022 or 2023 that, as of 
January 31, 2023, has not been requested by 
such county. 

‘‘(ii) Amounts made available to the Sec-
retary under section 2(d)(4) of the State, 
Local, Tribal, and Territorial Fiscal Recov-
ery, Infrastructure, and Disaster Relief 
Flexibility Act.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 605 
of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 805), as 
amended by subsection (a), is further amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘, subject 
to subsection (g),’’ after ‘‘obligated’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘or an eli-
gible Tribal government’’ and inserting ‘‘, an 
eligible Tribal government, or an eligible 
revenue sharing consolidated government’’; 

(3) in subsections (d) and (e), by inserting 
‘‘or eligible revenue sharing consolidated 
government’’ after ‘‘eligible revenue sharing 
county’’ each place it appears; and 

(4) in subsection (f)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) 

through (4) as paragraphs (2) through (5), re-
spectively; and 

(B) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so 
redesignated) the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE REVENUE SHARING CONSOLI-
DATED GOVERNMENT.—The term ‘eligible rev-
enue sharing consolidated government’ 
means a county, parish, or borough— 

‘‘(A) that has been classified by the Bureau 
of the Census as an active government con-
solidated with another government; and 

‘‘(B) for which, as determined by the Sec-
retary, there is a negative revenue impact 
due to implementation of a Federal program 
or changes to such program.’’. 
SEC. 4. EXTENSION OF AVAILABILITY OF 

CORONAVIRUS RELIEF FUND PAY-
MENTS TO TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS. 

Section 601(d)(3) of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 801(d)(3)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘(or, in the case of costs incurred by a Tribal 
government, during the period that begins 
on March 1, 2020, and ends on December 31, 
2022)’’ before the period. 
SEC. 5. RESCISSION OF CORONAVIRUS RELIEF 

AND RECOVERY FUNDS DECLINED 
BY STATES, TERRITORIES, OR 
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES. 

Title VI of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 801 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 606. RESCISSION OF FUNDS DECLINED BY 

STATES, TERRITORIES, OR OTHER 
GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES. 

‘‘(a) RESCISSION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 

and (3), if a State, territory, or other govern-
mental entity provides notice to the Sec-
retary of the Treasury in the manner pro-
vided by the Secretary of the Treasury that 
the State, territory, or other governmental 
entity intends to decline all or a portion of 
the amounts that are to be awarded to the 
State, territory, or other governmental enti-
ty from funds appropriated under this title, 
an amount equal to the unaccepted amounts 
or portion of such amounts allocated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury as of the date of 
such notice that would have been awarded to 

the State, territory, or other governmental 
entity shall be rescinded from the applicable 
appropriation account. 

‘‘(2) EXCLUSION.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply with respect to funds that are to be 
paid to a State under section 603 for distribu-
tion to nonentitlement units of local govern-
ment. 

‘‘(3) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Paragraph 
(1) shall not be construed as— 

‘‘(A) preventing a sub-State governmental 
entity, including a nonentitlement unit of 
local government, from notifying the Sec-
retary of the Treasury that the sub-State 
governmental entity intends to decline all or 
a portion of the amounts that a State may 
distribute to the entity from funds appro-
priated under this title; or 

‘‘(B) allowing a State to prohibit or other-
wise prevent a sub-State governmental enti-
ty from providing such a notice. 

‘‘(b) USE FOR DEFICIT REDUCTION.— 
Amounts rescinded under subsection (a) shall 
be deposited in the general fund of the Treas-
ury for the sole purpose of deficit reduction. 

‘‘(c) STATE OR OTHER GOVERNMENTAL ENTI-
TY DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
‘State, territory, or other governmental en-
tity’ means any entity to which a payment 
may be made directly to the entity under 
this title other than a Tribal government, as 
defined in sections 601(g), 602(g), and 604(d), 
and an eligible Tribal government, as defined 
in section 605(f).’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST— 
S. 5276 

Ms. DUCKWORTH. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of S. 5276 and that 
the Senate proceed to its immediate 
consideration; further, that the bill be 
considered read a third time and 
passed; and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Mississippi. 
Mrs. HYDE-SMITH. Madam Presi-

dent, I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from Illinois. 
Ms. DUCKWORTH. Madam President, 

my daughter Abigail, my oldest daugh-
ter, just turned 8. She is silly and 
smart and gives the best hugs you 
could ever imagine. She has big 
dreams, and if you have ever met her, 
you just know that she will reach 
them. She has decided that one day she 
is going to become an engineer or an 
Army nurse. She wants to build things, 
and she wants to help people. That is 
it. 

My younger daughter, Maile Pearl, is 
41⁄2, with just about the most con-
tagious laugh I have ever heard. 

My girls are my everything, and for 
them, I would do anything, but Abigail 
and Maile might never have been born 
if it were not for the basic reproductive 
rights Americans have been depending 
on for nearly half a century. I might 
never have had my beautiful, incred-

ible, drive-me-crazy, yet-I-love-them- 
infinitely girls if Roe v. Wade had not 
paved the way for women to make 
their own healthcare decisions, as I 
was only able to get pregnant through 
IVF, in vitro fertilization. 

Because of IVF, I get to experience 
all the joys and chaos of motherhood. 
Because of IVF, my husband and I 
aren’t just ‘‘Tammy and Bryan’’; we 
are ‘‘Mommy and Daddy.’’ Because of 
IVF, we are a family, and my heart is 
whole. 

Tragically, that future—that family, 
that fervently hoped-for dream—is now 
in danger for millions of would-be par-
ents across the country, as the Su-
preme Court’s decision to overturn Roe 
has Republicans plotting to push for-
ward new policy that would go even 
further toward controlling women’s 
bodies, including plans that could ef-
fectively ban fertility treatments like 
IVF. 

We know that because they told us, 
because they said the quiet part out 
loud. One anti-choice group even ad-
mitted to GOP legislators that they 
would consider figuring out how to go 
after IVF treatments ‘‘next year, 2 
years from now, 3 years from now.’’ 

If you are thinking that this makes 
no sense, you are right. You are not 
misunderstanding anything. You are 
not missing something. It is the ulti-
mate nightmarish blend of hypocrisy 
and misogyny that you think it is. 

The very people who claim to be de-
fending family values are actively 
shouldering policies that would prevent 
millions of Americans from starting 
families. 

In the most extreme version, they 
are pushing the kind of so-called 
personhood bills that paint women un-
dergoing IVF as criminals and our doc-
tors as killers, even as we are trying 
everything we can to create life. 

The thing is, they craft this kind of 
policy carefully, tactically. They are 
strategic about every word they use, 
about every comma they place, wink-
ing to their political base all the while. 

Their so-called personhood bills don’t 
necessarily say: Guess what, big news. 
We are going to ban IVF, full stop. 
What they say is: Hey, we’re not com-
pletely, totally, fully opposed to IVF, 
per se. But we definitely won’t let you 
implant multiple fertilized eggs at 
once. They say: You can have this ex-
pensive, intensive procedure still, but 
you can only implant one embryo at a 
time—a cruelly clever way of effec-
tively preventing people from trying 
IVF without actually spelling it out 
verbatim. 

The process relies on implanting 
multiple embryos at once to give 
women the best shot of becoming preg-
nant and carrying a child to term. So 
implanting only one per round would 
be prohibitively expensive, not to men-
tion emotionally devastating for so 
many. 

Personhood: This policy could also 
ban dilation and curettage, or D&C, 
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after an incredibly short time, some-
times at just 6 weeks. D&C is the med-
ical procedure necessary to safely re-
move an unviable embryo and lining of 
the uterus so women can eventually 
try again to get pregnant. 

So what happens if a woman 
miscarries after that 6-week mark? 
What happens to women like me who 
miscarried at 9 weeks? If that kind of 
policy had been in place in that hor-
rible, most searingly painful moment 
in my life when I learned that my preg-
nancy wasn’t viable, I would have been 
kept from the medical care I des-
perately needed—care that allowed me 
to undergo another round of IVF after 
that D&C procedure was completed, 
care that allowed me eventually to get 
pregnant with my rainbow daughter, 
Maile. 

Over the past 6 years that I have 
served in the Senate, I have gotten to 
know some of my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle quite well. 
Today, I come to the floor to ask those 
Republican colleagues a simple ques-
tion: Think back to that stretch of 
time before you became a parent. 
Imagine that the only way you or your 
partner could get pregnant was 
through IVF. Then imagine that some 
politicians deciding that appealing to 
the most fringe subset of their base 
was worth robbing you of your dream 
of having a child, was worth stealing 
that moment we all had when we 
locked eyes with our newborns for the 
first time. How would that feel? How 
would that sit with you? 

If it so happens that you didn’t strug-
gle with infertility, that you didn’t 
need a little medical help to have your 
child, then I am happy for you, truly. I 
can’t tell you how fortunate you are. 
But if through sheer luck you won that 
proverbial lottery, how could you then 
stomach spending your time robbing 
other Americans, your own constitu-
ents, of the joy you have been lucky 
enough to experience? 

No. No. No. No. 
In this scary, precarious post-Dobbs 

world, we cannot risk one more State 
getting one inch closer to stripping one 
more person of the right to build their 
family, how they choose, when they 
choose. 

That is why today, I ask my col-
leagues to pass with unanimous con-
sent my Right to Build Families Act, 
which would ensure that every Ameri-
can’s fundamental right to become a 
parent via IVF is actually, truly pro-
tected, regardless of a person’s ZIP 
Code. 

My bill would keep States from ban-
ning assisted reproductive tech-
nology—known as ART—including 
IVF. It would protect healthcare pro-
viders who provide ART or related 
counseling and would allow the Depart-
ment of Justice to pursue civil action 
against States that violate this legisla-
tion because no one should feel that 
someone else’s religious beliefs or par-
tisan slants could rob her of her chance 
to get pregnant, and no doctor should 

have to risk becoming a criminal in 
their State’s eyes just for providing 
women the healthcare they need to 
start families. 

Let’s be very clear. If you believe in 
basic logic, then you know that there 
is no chance that these kinds of ex-
tremist Republicans have any right to 
call themselves pro-life. 

If they were pro-life, they would do 
something about the number of first 
graders murdered in their classrooms 
by military-style assault weapons 
every year. 

If they were pro-life, they would 
spend even an ounce of energy trying 
to staunch the maternal mortality cri-
sis that has killed a tragic number of 
Black and Brown women. 

If they cared about protecting life on 
this planet, they would do something 
about our planet dying. They would 
stop stripping basic healthcare from 
single parents working double shifts. 
They would stop trying to rip Social 
Security away from grandma and 
grandpa. If they cared about fostering 
life maybe—I don’t know, maybe, just 
maybe—they wouldn’t try to stop 
women like me from creating it. They 
wouldn’t throw around words like man-
slaughter, when all we want is to be-
come mothers. 

Look, there are lots of really com-
plicated, nuanced issues that we debate 
in this Chamber. This just isn’t one of 
them. 

One in four women married to men 
have difficulty getting pregnant or car-
rying a pregnancy to term, a stat that 
doesn’t include the LGBTQ+ couples or 
partnerless Americans who also need 
the help of ART to grow families. 

One in four—that is one in four blue 
States, one in four red States, battle-
ground States, one in four of the big-
gest cities and the smallest of rural 
towns, one in four of the wealthiest 
and the poorest ZIP Codes. 

Infertility doesn’t discriminate. It 
doesn’t distinguish. It doesn’t see party 
lines or State lines. 

So to my Republican colleagues, 
please: Think about how many women 
that 25 percent equates to be in your 
State, women willing to go through ex-
pensive, painful medical procedures 
just for a chance to experience the 
smallest, most banal moments of par-
enthood, just to have a newborn to 
swaddle, a toddler whose shoes to tie, a 
baby whose diaper to change. 

Think about these constituents of 
yours. If you believe that they have the 
right to be called ‘‘Mom’’ without also 
being painted as a criminal, then all 
you have to do to prove it is to help me 
defend this most basic right. It is that 
simple. It is that easy. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAR-

KEY). The Senator from Minnesota. 
f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST— 
EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Ms. SMITH. Mr. President, in a mo-
ment, I will ask unanimous consent to 

confirm Executive Calendar No. 1204, 
the nomination of Jessica Looman, of 
Minnesota, to be Administrator of the 
Wage and Hour Division, Department 
of Labor. Ms. Looman’s nomination 
was favorably reported out of the Sen-
ate HELP Committee on November 29 
with a strong bipartisan vote of 13 to 9. 

Jessica Looman has very capably 
served as the Principal Deputy Admin-
istrator of the Wage and Hour Division 
since January of 2021. In recognition of 
her excellent service, Ms. Looman was 
nominated to permanently lead the Di-
vision at the Department of Labor, and 
I can’t think of a better candidate. 

I have had the opportunity to know 
and to work with Jessica since 2011. 
Jessica is from St. Paul, MN. She is a 
longtime labor leader, attorney, and 
lifelong champion of workers. In addi-
tion to being a strong advocate for 
working people, she is also thoughtful 
and innovative and fair. She has led ex-
ecutive agencies and has wide experi-
ence working with diverse stake-
holders. I am confident that she will be 
a fair and pragmatic Administrator as 
she enforces some of our Nation’s most 
important labor laws, including laws 
governing minimum wage, overtime, 
and child labor. 

This role that she will serve in has a 
direct impact on working people, like 
the waitress who should be protected 
from a boss who steals her tips, like 
the building trades carpenter or la-
borer who has the right to earn the pre-
vailing wage that can support their 
families when they work on a Federal 
project, and like the worker who has 
the right to earn overtime and isn’t 
being paid for the hours they work. 

At a time when we have seen child 
labor abuses at meatpacking plants in 
Minnesota and auto suppliers in Ala-
bama, it is critical that we have strong 
oversight and enforcement to protect 
children from abuse. 

Ms. Looman’s values are rooted in 
upholding the dignity of work and sup-
porting hard-working Americans. In all 
of the time I have known her, she has 
approached issues with a keen desire to 
understand both sides of an argument 
and to find fair solutions that both 
sides can accept. This is why she is re-
spected by both labor and employers, 
first in Minnesota and now in her work 
at the U.S. Department of Labor. Ms. 
Looman has built this reputation be-
cause she is reasonable and builds con-
sensus even when it is difficult and 
there are real differences to bridge. 

Ms. Looman will be a strong, fair 
Wage and Hour Administrator for 
workers and for employers across the 
country. For this reason, I urge my 
colleagues to support her nomination 
and to allow this request to move for-
ward. 

So, Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
consent that, as in executive session, 
the Senate consider the following nom-
ination: Calendar No. 1204, Jessica 
Looman, of Minnesota, to be Adminis-
trator of the Wage and Hour Division, 
Department of Labor; that the Senate 
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